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Veterinary Medicine from CABI
Veterinary Bulletin   1930
Index Veterinarius 1932
CAB Abstracts (online database) 1972
VET CD / Vet Science Database 1990
AnimalScience.com 1999
Animal Health & Production Compendium 2000
VetMed Resource 2007
The proposal: to create an online resource for veterinary 
practitioners to include the veterinary section from the CAB Abstracts 
Database, the Animal Health and Production Compendium, review 
articles, news items, events calendar, and prepared searches.
The research consisted of 4 main strands:
1. Visits to veterinarians in practice, veterinary societies 
and associations
2. Develop a ‘prototype’ site
3. Develop an online questionnaire to survey potential 
users
4. Present the concept at the annual CABI Focus Group 
at MLA in Phoenix, AZ, 2006 
To answer these questions:
1. Would veterinary practitioners want personal 
access to CABI’s veterinary information 
resources?
2. Are the resources appropriate for veterinary 
practitioners?
3. Which veterinarians are most likely to use these 
resources
4. Would veterinary Practitioners be willing to pay for 
access to these information resources?
Organizations and practices visited
American Animal Hospital Association, Lakewood, Colorado
Colorado Veterinary Medical Association, Denver, Colorado
New Mexico Veterinary Medical Association, Albuquerque
Pain Referral Practice, Santa Fe
New Mexico Livestock Commission, New Mexico
Southern Arizona Veterinary Specialty and Emergency Centre
Arizona Veterinary Medical Association
Western Veterinary Conference
Animal Dermatology Clinic, San Diego, California
The College of Veterinary Medicine at Western University of Health 
Sciences, Pomona, California
Veterinary Centre of America, Santa Monica, California
Questionnaire Survey
Used ‘Survey monkey’ (www.surveymonkey.com)
17 Questions
First section questions about the respondents
Second section about the prototype VetMedResource
150 respondents by the cut off date
Results: 150 Respondents by the cut-off date.
In what area of veterinary medicine did the respondents work?
Veterinary practice 51.7%
Education 25.5%
Research 25.5%
Government agencies 6.7%
Vet. Associations/societies 4%
Industry/Commerce 8.1%
Other 16.8%
Type of practice
Food animal practice 14.2%
Companion animal practice 39.8%
Equine practice 8%
Specialist practice 9%
Mixed practice 16%
Other 13%
How long qualified
Qualified for less than 5 years 14%
Qualified for more than 5 years 46%
Studying for a specialist diploma 6.2%
Specialist 23%
Other 18.5%
How often did you 
use?
Regularly Occasionally Rarely Never Total response
Veterinary Journals 94 (67%) 34 (24%) 11 (8%) 1 (1%) 140
Books 88 (65%) 35 (26%) 9 (7%) 3 (2%) 135
Databases (CAB, PubMed, etc) 77 (56%) 29 (21%) 22 (16% 10 (7%) 138
Veterinary/Academic Library 39 (29%) 46 (34%) 35 (26%) 14 (10%) 134
Continuing Education 
Conferences
57 (43%) 44 (33%) 16 (12%) 16 (12%) 133
Internet sites 102 (74%) 27 (20%) 8 (6%) 0 (0%) 137
Google (or other search 
engines)
107 (78%) 24 (18%) 4 (3%) 2 (1%) 137
Informal networks (colleagues) 88 (65%) 39 (29%) 8 (6%) 1 (1%) 136
In the last year, what reasons did you have to use such 
information resources?
To look for information to help answer a clinical problem 70%
To help studies for specialist qualifications 21%
For professional development / continuing education 74.5%
For writing articles, case reports, etc. 54.6%
Other 22%
How useful were the types of content? 
(1=very useful, 5=not useful)
1 2 3 4 5
Bibliographic database 49 (47%) 23 (22%) 21 (20%) 3 (3%) 9 (9%)
Reviews 37 (39%) 32 (34%) 11 (12%) 6 (6%) 9 (9%)
News items 28 (31%) 35 (38%) 16 (18%) 3 (3%) 9 (10%)
Drugs database 25 (30%) 26 (32%) 16 (20%) 8 (10%) 7 (9%)
Glossary 10 (17%) 20 (34%) 16 (28%) 6 (10%) 6 (10%)
Prepared searches 10 (18%) 18 (32%) 11 (19%) 12 (21%) 6 (11%)
Calendar 9 (17%) 13 (24%) 18 (33%) 9 (17%) 5 (9%)
Animal Health & Prod. Compendium 16 (26%) 16 (26%) 16 (26%) 5 (8%) 9 (15%)
Which of the resources on VMR did you use?
Bibliographic database 73%
Review articles 68%
News items 61%
Drugs database 51%
Glossary 23%
Prepared searches 24%
Calendar 23%
Animal Health & Production Compendium 34%
Very useful 43 (35%)
Quite useful 34 (27.6%)
Useful 38  (30.9%)
Not very useful 6  (4.9%)
Not at all useful 2  (1.6%)
Overall, how useful did you find VMR?
Which veterinarians would most benefit from this resource?
Qualified for less than 5 years 63% 
Qualified for more than 5 years 65.5%
Studying for specialist diploma 55.5%
Specialist 55.5%
Other 19.3%
What would be an appropriate cost for this product (annual 
subscription) for a veterinary practitioner?
$200 - $300;  £110 - £170;  Eur160 - Eur235 (90%)
$301 - $400;  £171 - £215;  Eur236 - Eur315 (7.2%)
$401 - $500;  £216 - £270;  Eur316 - Eur390 (2.7%)
$501 - $600;  £271 - £325;  Eur391 - Eur470 (0%)
Positive Comments
“Overall, I think that the site is attractive and easy to use”.
“…can also get a quick overview of a disease without the 
excessive opinion found on VIN”.
“I like the greater range of content available for 
bibliographic search than PubMed”
“With increasing emphasis on ‘evidence-based veterinary 
medicine’ this type of information is critical.
“I think that this would be a great resource to have 
through my residency and as a specialist”.
Negative comments
“I keep getting a pop-up message every time that I try to access a 
link on the site.”
“A search on PZI insulin cats yielded 20 hits in PubMed and none in 
your database”
“Information that I was able to access was superficial”.
“I tried to search for entertoxemia and came up with no results.”
“I’m not a big abstract fan, so the quicker I could get to the full text 
the better.”
Conclusions
1. The survey reached a reasonable number of practicing veterinarians.
2. Most regularly used information resources, and 96% used the Internet.
3. Most found the content to be useful or very useful.
4. The most useful improvement would be to add systematic reviews and 
images.
5. The lowest possible price would be the ‘best’.
6. Wide range of experiences using the site – possibly due to different levels 
of experience in searching.
7. Enough evidence to support the decision to go ahead with VMR.
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